and, in the Subjects and Methods section, the authors reported that ulnar variance was assessed by manually palpating the most distal parts of the radius and ulna to assess the relative lengths of the bones at the carpal surface. Ulnar variance was described by Hulten 2 in 1928 as the length of the ulna relative to the length of the radius on a postero-anterior radiogram and was classified into three groups: (i) ulnar-neutral or zero variance, where the radius and ulna are equal in length; (ii) ulnar-minus or negative variance, where the ulna is shorter than the radius; and (iii) ulnar-plus or positive variance, where the ulna is longer than the radius. Three techniques for ulnar variance measurements have mainly been described in the scientific literature, all of which can be performed on postero-anterior wrist radiograms. 3, 4 I have three concerns regarding the study of Unver et al. 1 First, the technique they described has not been described in any other study or literature. Is there any reference in the scientific literature about the palpating method for determining ulnar variance? Secondly, if the palpating method for determining ulnar variance is a new technique, described and used by Unver et al. 1 Dear Sir Thank you for drawing to our attention the comments of E Adiguzel to our paper. We stated in the Subjects and Methods section of our article 1 (page 338, column 1, first paragraph), that "Ulnar variance was Letter to the Editor Relationship between ulnar variance and ulnar and radial deviation assessed by manually palpating the most distal parts of the radius and ulna to assess the relative lengths of the bones at the carpal surface 11 ", and reference 11 is a textbook 2 defining the method. However, in uncertain cases, we performed measurements on radiographs (n = 13). 1 As for the technique, it was not new, so there was no need for reliability or validity studies. In our study, we found 58% of the subjects with ulna minus and 42% with ulna minus/plus wrist. This is in accordance with findings of Kim et al. 3 who found similar percentages (46% and 54%, respectively).
